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People say, well, if we privatize, it
will save the government money. In
the long run, I honestly don’t believe it
will. I have too many friends, women
friends that have been married or wid-
owed, that never had to work. Now
they find themselves with nothing but
their Social Security. And it is not
even enough to live on, especially in
New York.

We must save Social Security.

———

RAISING AWARENESS ABOUT
AUTISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to bring attention to a disease
that has a profound impact on those
that it afflicts. Autism, Mr. Speaker, is
a bioneurological developmental dis-
ability that generally appears before
the age of 3. Autism impacts the nor-
mal development of the brain in the
areas of social interaction, commu-
nication skills and cognitive function.
Individuals with autism typically have
difficulties communicating and inter-
acting with others and often engage in
repetitive behaviors.

I spoke on this floor recently about
how people with autism are affected by
this disease, and the early warning
signs of autism that parents should
watch for as their infants become tod-
dlers. Today, I want to share with our
colleagues the impact that autism has
on the families of those that it affects
and the struggles parents must endure
to raise children with autism.

During a recent district work period,
I met several of my constituents, in-
cluding Howard and Jonica Chittum,
and their wonderful son, Mac, who is
autistic. They shared with me the emo-
tional and financial challenges of hav-
ing a child with autism.

The Chittums told me how Mac needs
intensive speech and occupational
therapy, services for which Medicaid
partially pays, but that their health in-
surance does not. They talked of their
excitement when Mac makes progress
and of their disappointment when he
struggles. The Chittums are fortunate
in that they somehow have found time
to work and care for Mac.

They also have managed to pay for
more intensive therapy for Mac, which
has helped him make significant
progress in a relatively short time. I
was pleased to learn that Mac’s lan-
guage skills are now on age level. His
eye contact has improved, and he is
showing more interest in other people.

Some people, however, Mr. Speaker,
are not as fortunate as the Chittums. I
also met with Monica Bice, whose
daughter, Jade, has autism, over the
district work period. Monica, who met
Jonica through a support group for
parents of children with autism, wants
desperately to provide Jade with the
intensive therapy she needs, but simply
cannot afford. And Jonica said, ‘“It’s
just not fair.”
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I think this is an unconscionable sit-
uation that we must remedy, Mr.
Speaker.

I am pleased to have cosponsored leg-
islation our colleague from California,
Mrs. BONO, has introduced to encourage
screening, early intervention and edu-
cation about autism. This bill, the
Combating Autism Act, would
strengthen and coordinate all Federal
activities related to autism research,
diagnosis, screening and treatment.

I think it also is important for par-
ents to know that they are not alone
when trying to raise a child with au-
tism. There are a multitude of na-
tional, State and local organizations
such as Aware for Autism, a support
group for parents of children with au-
tism, which Monica started. I encour-
age anyone who has a child with au-
tism to seek assistance from those who
are facing the same challenges that
they are.

Mr. Speaker, I believe we can and
should do more to raise awareness
about autism and encourage its preven-
tion, treatment, and hopefully some
day soon, its cure. I urge our col-
leagues to support the Combating Au-
tism Act and give hope to people with
autism and their families and friends.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

TRAGEDY IN INDIA

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the
House for 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Wash-
ington is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, it is
with profound sorrow that I rise to ex-
tend my deepest regrets to Prime Min-
ister Manmohan Singh and the people
of India over today’s deadly attack.

Often on this floor we become very
centered in our own events and don’t
notice what is happening in the rest of
the world. I have traveled many times
to India. I have enjoyed the company of
the Prime Minister. He is a good man
and a great leader, and I know that In-
dia’s best defense in this time of grave
trouble is to be led by a man of bound-
less integrity.

As I speak, far more is unknown than
is known about this cowardly act of vi-
olence, which occurred today in
Mumbai. There is little doubt, how-
ever, that the atrocity was carried out
by people who worship hatred, because
there is no religion on Earth that con-
dones the killing and maiming of inno-
cent people.

I recall the words of the great Indian
leader, Gandhi, who wrote, ‘“The most
heinous and the most cruel crimes of
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which history has record have been
committed under the cover of religion
and equally noble motives.”

Before long, I have little doubt that
those responsible will hide behind one
of the world’s great religions to claim
sanctuary for their violence. The world
must not be fooled into accepting their
claim.

In the words of Gandhi, ‘‘Permanent
good can never be the outcome of un-
truth and violence.” Weaving a web of
lies cannot conceal this one single
thread of truth. There is no religion on
the planet, not Christianity, not Bud-
dhism, not Islam, or all the others,
that preaches or condones hatred.
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None do. And only the perversion of a
great religious ideal and great histor-
ical figures would pretend otherwise.
That is done to try to spread more vio-
lence.

An atrocity like the one that oc-
curred today in India is done by ex-
tremists who are hollow inside. Vio-
lence is what they espouse because hu-
manity is what they do not possess.
Gandhi said about this violence: ‘“The
roots of violence: wealth without work,
pleasure without conscience, knowl-
edge without character, commerce
without morality, science without hu-
manity, worship without sacrifice, and
politics without principles.”

The world is filled with problems. No
nation is immune. Yet today’s bombs
and the bullets and the bloodshed will
not move the world one step closer to
peace. We cannot shoot our way to
peace. Those willing to ambush the in-
nocent are not trying to change the
world, but they are trying to destroy
it.

The world needs people willing to
change the world. Change it to produce
a blue sky morning, not a world in
mourning. Gandhi said: ‘“The difference
between what we do and what we are
capable of doing would suffice to solve
most of the world’s problems.”’

Poverty is a scourge of millions in
Africa, and it is not lessened by one
single dime by today’s violence. The
spread of HIV/AIDS that is infecting
Africa and now India, millions across
India, will not be stopped by the blast
of a bomb.

India is a great nation, and the noble
spirit of its people will overcome to-
day’s heartbreak. The bonds between
India and the United States go much
deeper than the democracy that we
both practice as nations. The personal
roots in my hometown of Seattle are
deep and strong, and I know we all
mourn this terrible loss. We proudly
collaborate on so many levels, from
trade and economic ties to cultural and
charitable exchanges. We have grown
close, and the people of Seattle would
want me to extend to the people of
India our deepest sympathies over this
senseless tragedy. I am sure this is true
across America.

The truth is wanton violence meant
to divide the world can unite it, in sad-
ness today but, to be sure, in strength
tomorrow.
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I am proud that I was one of the co-
founders of the Congressional India
Caucus over a dozen years ago. It has
grown into a large bipartisan body.
When it comes to India today, there
really is no political divide in this
House. We are very saddened by what
has happened, but we are united in of-
fering our support to a nation I am so
very proud of.

India, we stand with you.

——————

THE 10TH AMENDMENT TO THE
CONSTITUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. OTTER) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about one of my favorite
subjects, and that is the Constitution
of the United States. But I want to
focus a little bit more today than I
generally do and specifically on the
10th amendment to the Constitution.

The 10th amendment to the Constitu-
tion, affectionately referred to by most
everyone who really reveres the Con-
stitution, would recognize it as the so-
called ‘‘States’ rights amendment.”
Actually, Mr. Speaker, I have always
felt that it was the contract between
the States and the creation of the
States that we know today as the Fed-
eral Government.

Many folks today I believe have it
wrong. They think that the Federal
Government created the States, where-
as, in fact, it was the original 13 States
that, in union together, created the
Federal Government. And it has always
been my long-held belief and opinion
that the created can never be greater
than the creator in any sense.

And so in my opportunity today, I
want to remind the people of that con-
tract between the Federal Government
and the States. And it is a simple con-
tract; so perhaps one might suggest
that it was never written by a lawyer
because it is only 28 words, and it says
the powers not delegated to the United
States by the Constitution are reserved
to the States respectively, or to the
people.

Now, I may have gotten that a little
confused in my enthusiasm, Mr. Speak-
er; but my enthusiasm for the spirit
and the heart of the 10th amendment is
undiminished because it was in 1760,
when King George III took over for
King George II and decided to put even
more restraints on the young and up-
coming colonies, even more laws and
even more regulations, even more taxes
and confiscation of their property, it
was then only some 16 years later that
the 13 colonies finally said we have had
enough and we are not going to absorb
any more of this abuse from any king,
let alone King George III. So history
now pretty well has set forth in the
agenda the circumstances that took
place and finally, of course, after the
Declaration of Independence, then after
the War of Independence and the cre-
ation of the Constitution.
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In fact, few people realize today that
the Constitution did not include what
we know as the Bill of Rights, the first
10 amendments to the Constitution.
And it was only as a promise by the
States and the Continental Congress
that they would at a later time include
the Bill of Rights or something to the
effect of the Bill of Rights that many
of the States then adopted. In fact,
during the Continental Congress it was
Patrick Henry that said that he re-
fused and would refuse, and he eventu-
ally did, to sign the Constitution be-
cause he said, I smell a rat. But Lord
only knows here was a gentleman that
had an olfactory memory that could
reach over 200 years out into the future
and here we are today.

But I would tell you that Patrick
Henry did say that he would not sign
the Constitution or agree to it unless it
included a Bill of Rights, an enumera-
tion of all the rights of man. And sev-
eral folks, including one James Wilson,
took that under advisement. And they
came back several days later, and to
the presiding officer at that time,
George Washington, they said, Mr.
President, we have found it unwise to
enumerate all the rights of man for if
in our effort to do so we should leave
one out, it will have thought to be the
property of government; so leave us in-
stead, direct our labors to enumerating
the powers and the authorities of gov-
ernment, and if it is not stated, the
power and the authority does not be-
long then to the government.

How wise that was and how wise and
respectful we should be and would be
today should we honor those kinds of
thoughts, should we honor those kinds
of limitations, because as we know, in-
cluding the 10th amendment, each and
every amendment of the first 10 amend-
ments was, in fact, a limitation on gov-
ernment. And if you read it time and
time again, it always says the Congress
shall not, the government cannot, the
government will not be allowed.

So I commend to all those who are
listening today to get the Constitution
out, read those 28 words, and recognize
that that is the true contract between
this Federal Government in Wash-
ington, D.C. and the governments of
the 50 States.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCHENRY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

THE BALANCE OF POWER BE-
TWEEN THE STATES AND THE
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to claim the
unused time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Utah is
recognized for 5 minutes.
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There was no objection.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate my good friend from Idaho’s
having started this process in talking
about this particular issue. And I am
also looking forward to hearing from
my good friend and colleague from New
Jersey who will be talking about the
10th amendment in a moment as well.
For, indeed, it is one of those central
issues that we need to remind ourselves
at all times.

In the Federalist No. 32, Hamilton
tried to persuade people to ratify the
Constitution, and the question was,
Would this new government with which
we now function have too much power?
Hamilton wrote that “I am persuaded
that the sense of people, the extreme
hazard of provoking the resentments of
the State governments, and a convic-
tion of the utility and necessity of
local administrations for local pur-
poses would be a complete barrier
against the oppressive use of such a
power’”’ by the national government. He
went on to say that “I affirm that
under the plan of the convention,”
which he was referring to the Constitu-
tion of the United States, the States
“would retain that authority in the
most absolute and unqualified sense
and that an attempt on the part of the
national government to abridge them
in the exercise of it would be a violent
assumption of power, unwarranted by
any article or clause of”’ the proposed
“Constitution.”

Now, in recent times we have strayed
slightly from that philosophy. We have
in this country today the idea that fed-
eralism is not when the central govern-
ment simply graciously allows the
States to do this or that, that it is not
that the States are simply another
form of administration or level of gov-
ernment. Federalism is when the peo-
ple of the States set limits on the cen-
tral government.

It is true that in the name of States’
rights that sometimes harm has been
done to individuals. One must remem-
ber that the idea of the Constitution,
of balancing power between the na-
tional and State governments, had one
purpose and one purpose only, and that
was to ensure individual liberties. And
when any branch of government,
whether it be States or the Federal
Government, harms those individual
liberties, they are doing an assumption
and they are moving boldly from the
concept and the process that was origi-
nally intended to be there.

Sometimes we forget that back then
when the Constitution was established
the idea of States’ rights or federalism
was a given to our Founding Fathers,
that those people who wanted to cen-
tralize powers were the ones on the de-
fensive at all times and that it was
clearly understood that the Bill of
Rights, when it was passed, was the
way of the States to bind the Federal
Government to stay out of certain
areas as in ‘‘Congress shall make no
law,” et cetera, et cetera.

The only way to preserve civil lib-
erty, then, is for government to check
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